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Federal judges. These nominees all par-
ticipated in hearings on October 4 and
were reported unanimously by the Ju-
diciary Committee last Thursday,
when the committee persevered with
our previously scheduled meeting in
spite of the extraordinary cir-
cumstances that prevailed here on Cap-
itol Hill.

In spite of the postponement of other
matters by other committees, in spite
of the closure of the Dirksen Senate Of-
fice Building and the unavailability of
our hearing and meeting room and in
spite of our continuing focus and ef-
forts to finalize an antiterrorism bill,
last Thursday the Senate Judiciary
Committee proceeded to meet and re-
port these 4 judicial nominees, 13 nomi-
nees to be U.S. attorneys for districts
around the country and an Assistant
Attorney General for the Department
of Justice. Then, last Thursday after-
noon we held a hearing for an addi-
tional five judicial nominees that was
chaired by Senator SCHUMER, which I
attended along with Senators KEN-
NEDY, DURBIN, and DEWINE.

Thus, last week while Republicans
were voting as a bloc to filibuster the
foreign operations appropriations bill
and stall initiatives vital to building
an international anti-terrorism coali-
tion, the Senate Judiciary Committee
continued to do its work. Two weeks
ago the Senate confirmed our fourth
court of appeals judge for the year, top-
ping the total confirmed in the first
year of the Clinton administration and
topping the zero from 1996 when a Re-
publican majority in the Senate re-
fused to confirm even a single nominee
to the courts of appeals all year.

Two weeks ago the Senate also con-
firmed another district court nominee.
That brought the total judges con-
firmed so far this year to eight, exactly
twice the number that had been con-
firmed by the same time in the first
year of the first Bush administration
and by the same time in the first year
of the Clinton administration. In spite
of our record pace since July in con-
firming judicial nominees, every Re-
publican Senator voted last week to
stall Senate consideration of a vital ap-
propriations bill ostensibly to ‘‘pro-
test’’ what they contend is a supposed
‘‘slowdown’’ on the consideration of ju-
dicial nominees. The facts belie their
unfounded contention.

The Senate’s continuing progress in
spite of the numerous roadblocks and
obstructions erected by Republicans
throughout the year was evidenced
again last Thursday and will be again
today when the Senate votes to con-
firm another four judges.

At the end of this series of rollcall
votes on these district court nominees
to fill vacancies in Oklahoma, Ken-
tucky, and Nebraska, the Senate will
have confirmed 12 judges since July.
Since I became chairman, Republicans
finally allowed the Senate to reorga-
nize at the end of June and Members
were assigned to the Judiciary Com-
mittee on July 10, the committee has

held seven hearings involving judicial
nominees.

We have already held as many hear-
ings for judicial nominees as were held
during the first year of the first Bush
administration and more than were
held during the first year of the Clin-
ton administration. In addition, I have
scheduled an eighth hearing involving
judicial nominees for this week.

Our Republican critics have come up
with a new statistic in an effort to di-
minish our accomplishments. Last
week they took to talking in terms of
average judges per hearing. Since it is
their statistic, I guess they can figure
it any way they want. I would observe
that I can find no time this year when
we had included only 1.4 judicial nomi-
nees per hearing. I should also observe
that after the hearing on Thursday we
will have included 23 judicial nominees
at eight hearings. Even ‘‘fuzzy math’’
would have to concede that we are at
more than double the ‘‘average’’ Re-
publicans cite.

They do not explain that when Presi-
dent Bush unilaterally decided to
change the more than 50-year-old prac-
tice of involving the American Bar As-
sociation in professional peer reviews
while nominations were being consid-
ered, and that his decision has had con-
sequences at other stages of the proc-
ess. They do not acknowledge that only
two of this President’s first 18 nomi-
nees were for district court vacancies.
They are oblivious to the fact that
when early hearings were noticed and
held many of these nominees had not
completed paperwork and complete
files.

They ignore the structure and prac-
tice for judicial confirmation hearings
that has been followed by Republican
and Democratic chairmen of the com-
mittee for more than 25 years in in-
cluding three to five district court
nominees with a nominee to a court of
appeals and to the extent district court
nominees did not have completed files
or were controversial and not rushed
into a hearing there might be a good
explanation for the lack of a full com-
plement of nominees at a hearing.
They refuse to acknowledge the ex-
traordinary parallel effort we continue
to make to hold hearings for the nu-
merous executive branch nominees
that are simultaneously pending.

They are apparently frustrated that
we have already confirmed four nomi-
nees to the courts of appeals and will
match and likely exceed the number of
court of appeals nominees confirmed in
either 1989 or 1993. They seek to dis-
count the judges confirmed by refer-
ring to three of them as ‘‘Democrats.’’
These are nominees from President
Bush that they have somehow deter-
mined are ‘‘Democrats’’ and whose con-
firmations should not be considered or
counted in their partisan view, I guess.

The answer to their criticism is very
simple: Since July 11 we have held 7
hearings and included 19 judicial nomi-
nees. That is more nominees than re-
ceived hearings by October 18 in the

first year of the first Bush administra-
tion or by October 18 in the first year
of the Clinton administration. Thus,
whether measured by confirmations or
by judicial nominees who have received
hearings, in spite of the change in ma-
jority in the middle of this year and
the delays that Republicans have
caused in the process of reorganizing,
we are ahead of the pace of the first
year of the Clinton administration and
the first year of the first Bush adminis-
tration. The Republicans’ charges of a
slowdown could not be farther from the
truth.

The Senate Judiciary Committee and
the Senate are on pace to match or ex-
ceed the confirmations of judges at the
end of the first year of the Clinton ad-
ministration and at the end of the first
year of the first Bush administration.

In order to obscure this record pace,
our Republican critics compare where
we are now, on October 23, with where
those Senate’s were after they ad-
journed in late November. The facts
are that on October 23, 1989, the Senate
had confirmed only seven of President
George H.W. Bush’s judicial nominees.
On October 23, 2001, this year we will
have confirmed 12 of the judicial nomi-
nees of President George W. Bush.

Among the seven nominees con-
firmed by October 23, 1989 were three to
the courts of appeals. This year we
have already confirmed four judges for
the courts of appeals.

By October 23, 1993, the Senate had
confirmed eight judicial nominees for
President Clinton. Today we confirm
our 9th, 10th, 11th, and 12th judicial
nominees since July this year. Among
the nominees confirmed by this date in
1993 were two nominees to the courts of
appeals. This year we have already con-
firmed four judges to the courts of ap-
peals.

We are actually confirming more
judges and confirming them faster than
in either of the first years of either the
Clinton or first Bush administration.
In addition, I suspect that we are act-
ing faster with respect to more judges,
including more nominees to the courts
of appeals, than at virtually any time
during the last several years in which a
Republican majority controlled the
Senate and the Judiciary Committee
and President Clinton was doing the
nominating.

Further, in addition to the 12 judges
the Senate has confirmed, the Senate
Judiciary Committee has included
seven additional nominees in confirma-
tion hearings and I have scheduled an-
other hearing later this week for an-
other four judicial nominees, as well as
another Department of Justice nomi-
nee. Thus, by the end of this week, in
addition to the dozen judges confirmed,
another 11 will have had hearings be-
fore the committee. If the Senate re-
mains in session this year as late into
November as it did in 1989 and 1993, we
may have the opportunity for another
hearing involving several more judicial
nominees.
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